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7 2 E hed aut har of The Bothe of 
Grace informs us, that theſe who now j 
* under the name of Methodiſts, i in the days of 
* our farefathers, under the firm reign of 
Queen Elizabeth, were called Precifians,” 
and that *the 8 elt cbang d i its name rom Pre- 
ciſians to Puritans. I have a great vene- 
ration for the good old Puritans, notwith- 
landing the obloquy and ridicule thrown upon 
them by his Lordſhi * ; inſomuch that I can't 
but fot if their deſcendants the Methodiſts 
inherit their chriſtian graces and virtues, their 
name will be had in everlaſting remembrance, 
vile many of therr revilers, bowever dignified, : 
or ſtuck o'er with titles, , wth their cen- 
fares, fink into everlaſting oblivion. 
T bave frequently heard the Methodifts ae 
cuſed with thundering out anathemas againſt 
_ ell but their followers, and of preaching 


up 
bell flames and fire to frighten their hearers 


into a belief of their doctrine; but though I 
bave many times heard them preach, Ioan with 
ſafety aver, that I never heard any ſuch ex- 
alone drop from their lips, " indeed 2 i 
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7 the duty of every preacher of the goſpel) de- 


nounce and enfarce the divine threatenings 
againſt obſtinate, wilful, impenitent finners ; 
they expreſs an ardent deſire of bringing ſouls 
out of darkneſs into light, and of turning them 
From the power of Satan unto God; they very 
warmly inſiſt on perſons being transformed by 
- the renewing of their minds; that they may no 
longer live unto themſekves or to the world, 
but to Him who died for their fins, and roſe 
again for their juſtification : and if this be 
_ enthuſiaſm, may Jever be a zealous enthuſiaſt. 


8. G. 


Ii is of no conſequence to my readers «uby this note was not in- 
ſerted in its proper place —1 reſer them to Mr t oſter's ſermon 

en the univerſal ſenſe of good and evil; the 14th page of 

+ erhich is entirely tran/cribed into the 7th and 8th pages of the 
Country Curate's Letter, beginning <vith * To preach Chriſt, 
ard ending with © a doctrine according, to godlineſs: this 


ene proc of his modeſi will, 1 boxe, be ſuff:cient. 
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ANSWER 


TO THE 


Country E UR ATN 


L E T FEM 
TO THE 5 5 
Rev. Mr. TOWNSEND. 


II/ HEN the Methodiſts began to make a for- 

midable appearance, ſeveral gentlemen, 
not deſtitute of either candour or abilities, pub- 
lickly called upon their leaders, to give the grounds 
and reaſons of their principles and practices, 
Anſwers were given; and a ſtrange ſcene of al- 
tercation enſued. Replies, obſervations, and re- 
marks, were redoubled upon each other from e- 
very part, till the whole kingdom ſeemed in a 
ferment. This, however, at length happily ſub- 
ſided: I ſay happily, for, as the late celebrated 
Dr. YouNG obſerves, The difpute about religion, 


and the practice of it, _ go together, 


A 


(2) 


A writer, of a very different complexion from 
thoſe I have juſt mentioned, made an attempt 
ſome time ago to revive the diſpute, by publiſh- 
ing a letter to Meſſrs. Whitefield and Weſley, 
under the fictitious name of A. T. Blackſmith. 
Their letting it paſs unnoticed, was an affront not 
to be immediately forgiven. To ſome minds re- 
venge is ſweet. 8 | 

Another letter was drawn up. But what could 
he do? It was to no purpoſe for him to call a- 
gain upon Whitefield or Weſley, they were deaf 
to the voice of this charmer, and a railing letter 
addreſſed to nobody, would be not leſs abſurd than 
a book without a title. He therefore pitched «4 
on a gentleman in 8 ſhire; but, unluckily for 
our author, the publication was by ſome means 
or other prevented. The poor epiſtle was now 
found to lie dormant, waiting till hearſay would 
furniſh him with ſome malevolent hint that might 
ſeem to juſtify his transferring the honour to — 
he did not care who, provided he was active e- 
nough in the cauſe of religion, to deſerve that mo- 
dern appellation, which is now too often indiſ- 
criminately beſtowed. It is only to be very ſerious 
about the things that belong to his everlaſting 

ace, and a man may depend on being pointed 
25 as a Methodiſt. E Ex 

This honour he has obligingly conferred on the 
Rev. Mr. Townſend, to whom he is an entire 
ftranger. He not only never converſed with him, 


but never once heard him preach. How could he 


then, ſo confidently tax him with © ufing the 
name of Jeſus as a charm to work up his hear- 


& ers to a warm pitch of enthufiaſm ?” I ſee b 1 
by little 


(3) 

little difference between affirming what we know 
nothing of, and what we know to be falſe. For 
if the former be admitted, the moſt reſpectable 
characters will be no longer ſacred ; becauſe envy 
and ill- nature, ever officious, neither want agents to 
invent, nor emiſſaries to propagate ſcandal. Be- 
ſides, if there had been any private pique, why 
was not a private letter ſent inſtead of levying a 
twelvepenny tax upon the public ? What other 
reaſon can be aſſigned, but its being totally incon- 
ſiſtent with the principles of a venal writer.“ 
It muſt afford Meſſrs. Whitefield and Weſley, 

no ſmall conſolation, when they reflect on their 
not being obliged to anſwer every virulent, every 
ſelf- important country Curate, who takes upon 
him to ſay what he does not know, or to affirm 
what he does not underſtand; for this wauld be 
an almoſt inſupportable drudgery, and would re- 
uire at leaſt the patience of a Job. They are in 
his country Curate's letter, compared to one of 
the dark, malignant SPIRITS who dwell in the 
infernal regions. They are thieves and robbers, 
ſuch as plunder and MURDER upon the highway. 
They are madmen, impoſtors, ſeducers, enthuſiaſts, 
hypocrites, blind guides, diſhoneſt, falſe, weak, ig- 
norant, proud, preſumptuous, &c. &c. + How 
well this illiberal charge is ſupported, will abun- 
dantly appear from a very flight examination of 
what he has advanced as inconteſtible. But, me- 
thinks, I wiſh he would review this group of in- 
delicate epiets, and conſider ; 1ſt, whether he 


e>..Q 


I own this to be ſevere, but my readers will diſtinguiſh be- 
tween a juſt charge and a railing unſupported accuſation. 
+ 1 think he has taken an ample revenge. 
ts B 2 has 


(4) 
has imitated his divine maſter, who when he was 
reviled, reviled not again. 2d. Whether he thinks, 
according to the Apoſtle's advice, he is in meekneſs 
inſtructing thoſe that oppoſe themſelves. And, 
laſtly, whether this is the language of brotherly 
kindneſs and charity, which he ſo warmly recom- 
mends from the pulpit. | 
Now, - ſuppoſing the Methodiſts are in the 
wrong, 1s pouring upon them ſuch a torrent of a- 
buſe, at all a likely method to reclaim them ? 
Can we believe they will readily liſten to a mm7- 
er of the goſpel, who urges nothing to convince 
— but —— „ Will they 
be perſuaded by ſuch an one whoſe rhetoric is ſcan- 


dal, whoſe oratory is defamation? Certainly the 


amiable truths of the goſpel, may be dreſſed in 
charms very different from detratling declamaro 
ones. He ſeems to have imitated very cloſely hot 
counſellors who conclude, they muſt alledge eve 
thing in their indictment, to blacken their adver- 
faries cauſe, that wanton wicked fancy can but too 
readily invent. I know he has a peculiar antipa- 
thy to the poor Methodiſts, and ſeems to feel a 
ſingular pleaſure in having a good hearty ſtroke at 
men. - 
inſtead however of proving his aſſertions from 
ſcripture, he has had recourſe to the antient fa- 
thers, and to the canons of the Catholic Church. 
Every trite, every ſtale argument, that the papiſts 
adduce againſt the proteſtants, which the latter 
have ſo often confuted, are again obtruded upon 
us, without any additional force, under a pretence 
pf confuting the Methodiſts. But —— when e- 
very body knows that the papiſts diſtinguiſh _ 
1 ke 0 


('s) 


ſelves from others by the name of Catholics, and 
that the reformers, aſſume the title of Proteſtants ; 
when, I ſay, notwithſtanding this, we ſee fo 
much ſtreſs laid on a conformity to the Catholic 
Church; on a ſucceſſion of catholic biſhops de- 
ſcending from the apoſtolic ſee of St. Peter, to the 
E oy and the doctrine of the catho- 
ic church again preached up; who can forbear ſay- 
ing, ſurely thou art a Jeſuit, for thy ſpeech bewray- 
eth thee. And if we were to read Proteſtants in- 
ſtead of Methodiſts, the ſenſe will be as good, 
and his arguments equally conclufive, we ſhall like- 
wiſe then have the original, neat as imported 
from the Vatican. What weight ſuch equivocal 
arguments have, that will thus equally ſerve for 
any cauſe, or for any opinion, my readers muſt de- 

termine. | 5 
| reigns e a general view of his perform- 
ancer, I ſhall now deſcend to particulars, after pre- 
miſing, that if to rail againſt the leaders of the 
Methodiſts, or to accuſe them with uncanonical 
proceedings, had only appeared to have been his 
deſign, I ſhould not have entered the liſts againſt 
him; to anſwer the former, would be ineffably 
abſurd; the latter, convict impertinence. But 
when I ſaw ſo much popiſh artifice employed to 
ſubvert the reformation ; when I found the office 
of the Holy Spirit with reſpect to miniſterial e- 
lection entirely ſuperſeded, and all, who are not 
members of his Mother Catholic Church, ſentenc- 
ed to eternal miſery, and that his « flaming zeal 
« againſt the Methodiſts was only a hypocritical 
* diſguiſe and cloak to cover his Jeſuitical pro- 
* ceedings,” I thought it incumbent on me, it 
| appeared 
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(6) 
appeared to be my duty to detect his ſophiſtry, 
and to expoſe his fallacious reaſonings, by placing 
his letter in its proper and moſt diſtinguiſhing 
point of view. I believe it will evidently appear 
to any one who will be at the pains of comparing 
his letter with my anfwer, that I have neither mu- 
tilated his expreſſions, nor diſtorted their meaning. 
Had I been fo wickedly inclined, I ſhould not have 
found it neceſſary; for I obſerved nothing fo 
formidable in his reaſonings, that -the moſt timid 
writer might dread anſwering, I ſaw no acumen in 
his arguments, that one would even with to 
avoid. | | | 
In the 8th page of his letter we read, Every 
t man come to the perfect uſe of reaſon, is bound 
<« to be of ſome religion to ſerve God in, accord- 
« ing to the condition or ſtation allotted to him by 
e divine . providence ; and it is a concern of the 
t higheſt importance, not to be miſtaken in the 
* choice of it; for nothing leſs than his eternal 
« welfare depends upon it, and all is loſt, if he 
ct makes a falſe ſtep in it.” And in the gth page, 
„ His whole examination onght to be of this 
“ ſingle point, whether he is a member of the 
* true church of Chriſt, in which alone. ſalvation 
« can be attained.” How this true church may 
be diſtinguiſhed from all other churches that pre- 
tend to be the one true church, but are no part of 
it, he in many places tells us, i“ by a miniſtry de- 


* rived from the Apoſtles, by an uninterrupted 


&« ſucceſſion in the ſame communion, and convey- 
« ed down from age to age, and from perſon to 
« perſon, by the biſhops.” Pages 11, 14, 32.— 
Every man knows what religion the H _ 
un 


62 

bound to ſerve God in, and that as they never 
heard of this true church with an uninterrupted 
ſucceſſion of biſhopf, in which alone, he expreſly 
ſays, ſalvation can be attained, it muſt be impoſ- 
fible for them to ds any choice at all about it; 
and yet their eternal welfare depends upon it, and 
all is loſt if they make @ falſe ſtep in it. They in 
the ftrifteſt ſenſe of the words ſerve God for 
nought ; they are bound to make a falſe ſtep, and 
muſt, unavoidably, periſh everlaſtingly. A writer 
whe: ſets out with ſuch vague, contradictory, un- 
charitable propoſitions, may moſt emphatically. be 
ſaid © to ſuppoſe, either that he ſhould find men 
fools, or that he ſhould make them ſo.” | 
And what muſt become of the Lutherans, . 
niſts, Independents, Quakers, Anabaptiſts, and ma- 
ny others, who, he ſays, ſeverally pretend to be this 
one true church ; for they not only lay no claim to, 
but entirely reject his notions of an uninterrupted 
ſucceſſion of biſhops and paſtors in the ſame com- 
munion? Why, they have all made a falſe ſtep, 
and being no part of his true church, in which a- 
lone ſalvation can be attained, muſt, therefore, 
with the poor Indians, periſh everlaſtingly. If the 
Methodiſts, whoſe ſalvation he will not allow to 
be within the verge of a bare poſſibility, have been 
accuſed with damning their thouſands, may not 
this Country Curate with the greateſt propriety” be 
charged with damning his ter thouſands ? 

I now aſk him from whom he received this ex- 
traordinary commiſſion, to ſhut the gates of mercy 
on mankind, and to conſign to everlaſting deftruc- 
tion, a number which no man can number. Did 
| * receive it from the lawful ſucceſſors of the 
Apa 


_ to. 


(CD 
Apoſtles, or did he receive it immediately frorit 
God? It certainly behoves him to give a juſt 
* and ſatisfactory anſwer to this queſtion, becauſe 
* the damnation (not the ſalvation) of thouſands 
* of ſouls abſolutely depends upon it.” Page 36 
of his letter. „ - 
However contradictory, vague, or uncharitable his 
aſſertions may be, to defend them, he has impreſs- 


ed for his ſervice our Saviour, his apoſtle Paul, the 
_— of antiquity, the antient fathers, and the 


icene creed; all which ſhall be ſeverally attended 


But previous to this, I ſhall examine upon- what 
foundation he has built his mother church, who 
thus claims ſuch an abſolute power to fave or 
damn mankind as ſhe pleaſes. This we meet 
with in page 10. © It is, however, certain, ſays 


he, that ſince Chriſt has eſtabliſhed upon earth 


* a church for the /aſvation of men of all ſtates. 


and conditions, whether poor or rich, learned 


« or unlearned, it muſt be poſſible for men of all 
« ſtates to diſtinguiſh the true church of Chriſt, 
« from ſuch other churches as are no part of it.” It 
is abundantly more certain, that Chriſt has not 
eſtabliſhed upon earth any ſuch church. There is 
not the moſt diſtant hint of it in the ſcriptures, 


He here takes for granted what lay entirely upon 


him firſt to prove ; for upon this, the whole weight 


of his arguments ſolely depends: and he may aſ- 


ſure himſelf, that thoſe who think ſeriouſly on an 
affair of the Higheſt importance, will never ſubſcribe 
to his zp/e dixit without ſearching the ſcriptures to 
ſee whether theſe things be ſo. Whatever virtue 
the papiſts may pretend there is in the noon of 

MAYES 
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maſſes offered by the prieſts, the ſacred writings 
aſſure us, there is but one Saviour—but one medi- 
_ ator, by whom we have acceſs to the Father. 
We read of the church of God, which he hath 
purchaſed with his own blood, and that the elders 
of the church at Epheſus were commanded to feed 
(not /ave) it, Acts xx. 28, We likewiſe read, 
that Chriſt loved, and gave himſelf for his church, 
Epheſ. v, 25. But of a church with an uninter- 
rupted ſucceſſion of biſhops and paſtors in the ſame 
communion; being eſtabliſhed for the ſalvation 
of men, we read not a word. We may there- 
fore very ſafely reply to the Country Curate, as 
Nehemiah did to Sanballat, There are no ſuch 
things done as thou ſayeſt, but thou feigneſt them 

out of thine own heart, Nehemiah vi. 8. | 
We will now conſult the word of God, to in- 
form ourſelves, upon what footing the conveyance 
of the eccleſiaſtical miniſtry is eſtabliſhed by our 
Letter Writer. Let, us ſays he, firſt hear Chriſt 
t himſelf ſpeak in the following ſacred words; 
« verily, verily, I ſay unto you, he that cometh 
* not by the door into the theepfold, but climb- 
eth up ſome other way, the ſame is a thief 
&* and a robber, John x. 1. Here, you ſee, all 
t are declared thieves and robbers, that is, uſurp- 
te ers of the ſacred miniſtry, who enter not by 
ce the door. And leaſt we ſhould miſtake the 
e meaning of this figurative expreſſion, he ex- 
* plains it thus, verſe 7. Verily,. verily, I fay 
* unto you, I am the door of the ſheep. So 
« that whoever enters upon the miniſtry, and has 
«© not his miſſion from Chriſt, either immediately 
* as: the Apoſtles had, or mediately by . deriving 
5 ; EC | cc from 


7 


only. 


| ( 10) 3 
« from them or their lawful ſucceſſors, are here 
C marked out under the characters of thieves 
© and robbers. Whence it PLAINLY FOLLOWS, 


te that any ſociety of men, let them be as numer- 


* ous as they pleaſe, or boaſt of their purity as 
* much as they pleaſe, can never be a true church, 
* if it has not a miniſtry derived from Chriſt by 
* uninterrupted ſucceſſion of lawful paſtors: be- 
« cauſe the true church can never be without 
«* true paſtors; and without a miniſtry originially 
s derived from Chriſt, by an uninterrupted ſuc- 
e ceſſton in the SAME COMMUNION, there can be 
no true paſtors,” page 13, 14. O rare B—n! 
As ſome of my readers may not be acquainted 
with the popiſh doors abſurd, and whimſical 
manner of commenting upon the new teſtament, 
J ſhall preſent them with a ſpecimen or two, 
from which they will not only obſerve a fimila- 
rity. between theirs and our author's, but will 
likewiſe ſee, what are the natural, the inevitable, 
but dangerous conſequences of a ſupreme power 
to explain holy 4orit aſſumed by mother church 

Our Saviour informs us that“ he /in againſt the 
« Holy Ghoſt will not be forgiven, neither in this 


« world nor in that which. is to come.” Theſe 


words, St. Auguſtin ſays, imply, that ſome fins 


are forgiven in the next world ; hence the papiſts 
conclude there muſt be ſuch a place as purgatory. 
From theſe words of St. Peter, He [Chrift] 
&« went and preached to the ſpirits in priſon,” they 
infer, that our Saviour went down into hell and 
preached to the unhappy ſouls that were there im- 
priſoned; all who believed on him were 2 

rom 


= 


{ xs} 
from their dreary abode, and thoſe who were re- 
fractory and diſobedient were left in chains and 
darkneſs unto the judgment of the great day. 
Not leſs chimerical, equally romantic, is this Coun- 
try Curate's commentary on He that cometh not 
« by the door into the ſheepfold, bus climbeth up 
* ſome other way, the ſame 1s a thief and a robber.” 
Whoever will read the words with the context, 
will ſee there does not appear to be even a remote 

alluſion to what, he ſays, plainly follows. 
The ſixth verſe informs us, that our Lord's 
hearers did not underſtand him: he therefore ex- 
plained what he had ſaid to them; and his expla- 
nation will certainly have the greateſt weight 
with thoſe who are unawed by prieſtcraft. Le 
us then hear our Saviour's comment upon his 
own words. Es | 3 

Verſe 7, he ſays, I am the door of the ſheep" 
his he farther explains in the gth verſe. 

. Verſe 8. All that ever came before me are 
thieves and robbers, i. e. all that ever pretended to 
be the Meſſiah, are like thieves and robbers who 
climb into the ſheepfold to ſteal, to kill, and to 
| deſtroy the ſheep. Our Redeemer ſhewed a 
quite contrary diſpoſition by telling them he would 
lay down his life for his ſheep. | „„ 

Verſe 9. I am the door; by me if any man enter 
in he ſhall be ſaved. In very plain words, . I am 
« the only way to life and ſalvation. Or the 
words may be thus paraphraſed; as the way into 
the ſheepfold is by the door, ſo the way to eter- 
nal life and happineſs is by me your only Lord and 
Saviour, but here is __ a word of an — 


* 
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ed ſucceſſion; not a word of no other miſſion than 
the ordinary one received from the lawful ſucceſſors 
of the Apoſtles. No—=theſe are the words of 
our ſagacious commentator, and differ as wide- 
ly from the meaning of the ſacred text, as the 
character of the good ſhepherd does from that of 
the hireling. = DD 

We will now, as next in order, hear the A- 
poſtle Paul, our Saviour's faithful interpeter. The 
words which our textuary cites, are, How 
& ſhall they preach, except they be ſent? Rom. 
x. 15. The queſtion is, by whom muſt preach- 
ers be ſent? -— The Country Curate gives us his 
opinion in the following words; The Apoſtles 


* as the church increaſed, ordained biſhops and 


« prieſts, according to the power they had re- 
& ceived from Chriſt, and aſſigned to each of 
* them the particular churches they were to feed 

« and govern.— All, who ſince the days of the 
* Apoſtles, have confirmed the truth of the faith 

* they preached by unconteſted miracles, never 
* had any other miffion than what we call an ordi- 
te nary miſſion; that is, a miſſion received from 
* the lawful ſucceſſors of the Apoſtles.”——So 
the Holy Ghoſt is fairly left out, as having no- 
thing to do with the election of minifters. But 
St. Paul in his farewell ſermon preached to the 
elders of the church at Epheſus, gives us a very 
different account of the matter. Take heed 
* therefore unto yourſelves (ſays he), and to all 
te the flock over which the Holy Ghoſt hath made 
« you overſeers,” Acts xx. 28. not over which the 

APOSTLES have made you overſeers. The A- 
poſtle, no doubt, remembered, tho' the Country 

| Curate 


| i Tl 

Curate might forget, our Saviour's comimanding 
his diſciples to pray the Lord of the harveſt to 
ſend forth the Lhe?” into his harveſt. And 
where do we find in the ſcriptures a ſingle text to 
prove that the divine agency was ever to be with. 
drawn? On the contrary, our Lord when he gave 
his diſciples a commiſſion to teach all nations, 
concluded with faying © Lo, I am with you al- 
* way, even unto the end of the world; 45 this 
ſenſe of the words the Country Curate acquieſces, 
in page 27. The antient fathers, whom on this 
head he very prudently omitted to quote, militate 
very ſtrongly ag ainſt his opinion of there being no 
other miſſion than the ordinary one received from 
the biſhops. Ignatius teſtifies of the biſhops of 
his time, © that they were not appointed by nen, 
« but by the counſel of eſis Chriſt ;” and, Cy- 
prian fays of thoſe in his, © that they were con- 
e ſtituted not only by the conſent” er the pack ple, 
« and the ſuffrage of their fellow biſhops, but by 
the teſtimony of GOD.” So the 72 
3 is ſaid to have conſtituted the biſhops an 

ters in Aſia becauſe, as Clemens Romanus 
lays, they made trial of them by the Holy Ghoſt. * 
To this I ſhall ſubjoin the teſtimony of the 
church of England, 1 which it is very evident 
that a divine call to the miniſtry is in ſiſted on, 
previous to the ordinary miſſion received from 
the biſhops by impoſition of hands. Before a 
perſon is admitted a deacon, the biſhop exa- 
mines him thus, Do you truſt that you are 1Nn- 
* WARDLY MovED by the HOLY GHOST to 


Vid. Dr, Nelſon's notes on the Bible, Acts xx. 28. 


te take 


( 14) 

% take upon you this office and miniſtration ?” 
Now, could this Reverend Letter-Writer fo ſolemn- 
ly anſwer I truſt 6.%»=— How could Se thus 
& profeſs to think and act under the immediate 
guidance of a divine inſpiration ; * when he at 
« the ſame time believed there was 79 divine 
“ miſſion?ꝰ How came he to turn enthuſiaſt by 
giving way to ſecret impulſes and feeling,” what 
ET L's þ he oe 17 7 — un on con- 
ſcience will reply. 
With reſpect to the uninterrupted ſucceſſion of 
biſhops, I think it very extraordinary that St. 
Paul in his character of a biſhop, which he twice 
gives us, ſhould not ſo much as ance mention it, 
nor yet in his qualifications of a deacon, but, con- 
trariwiſe, ſhould exhort Timothy and Titus, wha 
were both biſhops, to avoid genealogies becauſe 
they are unprofitable and yain ; does nat this o- 
miſſion appear unaccountably ſtrange, when we 
conſider that this ſucceſſion is the foundation of 
* the eccleſiaſtical miniſtry laid by Chrift himſelf,” 
and that the Apoſtle is his faithful interpreter ? 
For my part, I ſcruple not to believe the inſpired 
penman's qualificatians both of biſhops and dea- 
cons to be complete, and the Country Curate's 
foundation of the eccleſiaſtical miniſtry to be no 
where laid but in an uninterrupted ſucceſſion of 
his own chimerical ideas. „„ 

But if the hs fail him, we are told over 
and over again, that © it appears from the prac- 
* tice of all antiquity, that there never was any 
« ordinary miſſion acknowledged by God's church,” 


* Page 6, of his letter. 


« but 


(1s) 
t but was derived by an uninterrupted ſucceſſion 
« from the Apoſtles, for without a miniſtry ori- 
* fginally derived from Chriſt, by an uninterrupted 
cc 7 icceffion in the ſame communion, there can be 
«© no true paſtors, ” page 11, 14, 31, 32. If this 
be true, woe unto all the reformed churches in 
Europe; they are all gone out of the way, they 
are altogether become unprofitable; there is none 
that doeth good, no not one. This argument is 
what the Papiſts alledge as unanſwerable by the 
Proteſtants; they inſiſt on theirs being the mother 
church, from whence the latter derive their ordi- 
nary miſſion. And it is well for us that the Pro- 
teſtant religion is built upon a more ſure and better 
foundation than the poor, precarious, but what 
is infinitely more to the purpoſe; unſcriptural one 
of an uninterrupted ſucceſſion of biſhops and paſ- 
tors in the ſame communion. | 
My readers will not expect from me a particular 
defence of the reformation; it is ſuperfluous ; 
there is nothing to fear from the ſenſeleſs attacks 
of this Letter-Writer's ridiculous reveries, for ac- 
cording to a trite obſervation, to mention them is 
to refute them. It is not, however, entirely fo- 
reign to my purpoſe to obſerve that the firſt arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury was a Papiſt. 
Pope Gregory the great ſent Auſtin over with 
ſeveral others to plant the goſpel in Britain, about. 
the year 596. * Auſtin was made archbiſhop of 
Canterbury, and ſubjected the church of England 


* And who knows but that his preſent holineſs, out of com- 
paſſion to this part of the iſland where there are ſo few Papiſts, 


may have ſent this z7i#nerant Apofile to bring us back to our Mother 
Church? | 
by 


by owning the Pope's ſupremacy (under which 
ſubjection ſhe continued till her entire ſeceſſion 
in the reign of Henry 8th.) This Popiſh metro- 
politan confecrated two biſhops to preach the goſ- 
pel to the Eaſt Saxons, whoſe King (Segebert) 
was then converted by one of them, and St. 
Paul's church in London built. The other was 
made biſhop of Rocheſter, and a church was 
built there dedicated to St. Andrew. Auſtin hav- 
ing ordained a prieſt to ſucceed him in the ſee of 
Canterbury, departed this life in 614. 
The critics object to the Country Curate and 
ſay, that he cannot at this diſtant period prove 
Auſtin, (his predeceſſor) to be an apgftolical man. 
And what + $0 3 he was a Popiſb one, and that's 
as well. But then they ſay, that, as the Country 
Curate is not himſelf a Papiſt, he therefore on 
his own principles, ſtands condemned as a ſchiſma- 
tic. I anſwer ; but muſt beg their pardon for ſay- 
ing, they, like he, take for granted what they 
ought firſt to prove. How do they know he is 
not a Papiſt? Does not his letter irrefragrably 
prove him to be in the catholic communion ? Is 
not he a ſtanch defender of the catholic faith, 
and catholic doctrine? Does not he tell us his 
Mother Church is wHOLLy zrreformable, i. e, in- 
fallible, and ten times over, condemn all who % 
ſent from, or rebel againſt her? And, laſtly, does 
not he inſiſt on a liſt of chatho/ic biſhops deſcend- 
ing from the AposT@LIC SEE of St. PETER, 
(Rome) to the preſent epiſcopacy, and can the 
Methodiſts (the Proteftants) ſhew him one? It 


+ Vide page 18, of his letter. 


all 
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all this will not prove him to be a good catbolic, 
what will? | 

However, not to ſave him the trouble of prov- 
ing himſelf a Papiſt, or a ſchiſinatic, (which of 
the two he pleaſes) I ſhall liſten to the quotation 
upon quotation which he gives us from the antient 
fathers, in favour of this apoſtolical ſucceſſion. 

Whatever propriety therz might originally be 
in the paſſages he cites, with reſpect to the here- 
tics, againſt whom they were reſpectively wrote, 
while the church of Chriſt was united, there can 
be none now it is divided and ſub- divided into 
ſuch a multiplicity of ſects, many of whom agree 
with each other in the fundamental points, tho' 
ſome of them think the croſs in baptiſm ſmells too 
rank of popery ; for none but Papiſts are ſo daring 
as to confine the church of Chriſt to one ſect only, 
and indiſcriminately to condemn all others. | 

But what ſhall I fay to the Nicene creed, ac- 
cording to which he ſays, © there is but one holy, 
* catholic, and apoſtolic church,” page 9 It 
ſeems then with this ſenſible Gentleman, that 
church and ſect are convertible terms. It is, how- 
ever, obſervable, that the Nicene creed does not 
ſay there is but one holy, catholic, and apoſtolic 
e church ;” © but I believe in one catholic and a- 
« poſtolic church,” by which is not meant a v/#b/e 
church here, that is, any one formed ſociety of chriſ- 
tians, but the univerſal church of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, comprehending all that are united to him. 
Particular ſocieties of chriſtians who join for ordi- 
nary communion with one another under Chriſt 
their head, are particular churches : thus St. John 
wrote to the ſeven churches that were in Aſia, 
Rev. i. 4. Whereas, according to our new ec- 


cleſiaſtical 


6 
clefiaſtial dictator, ſix of theſe mult have been falſe 
churches, becauſe he ſays there is but one holy, 
catholic, and apoſtolic church. 

His grand leading error, from which ſo many 
others unavoidably flow, is, his ſuppoſing that the 
church of Chriſt muſt be confined to ſome one ſect. 
This he takes for granted, without offering a 
ſingle proof to ſupport it, either from ſcripture or 


from reaſon, which indeed does not at all ſurpriſe 


me, becauſe they are both ſo ready to enter their 


proteſt againſt it. 


This narrow ſpirited notion totally eraſes the 
ideas we are taught to form of God's unbounded 
love and mercy, manifeſted in his being willing that 
all ſhould repent and come to the knowledge of 
the truth, and as flatly contradicts that well- 
known apothegm of St. Peter; © I perceive, ſays 
od he, that God is no reſpector of perſons, but 
<« in every nation he that feareth him, and work- 
« eth righteouſneſs, is accepted with him.” For 
how can it be ſaid that he is no reſpector of per- 
ſons, when he has a reſpect only to one ſe, and 
leaves all the others, however. holy, however nu- 
merous they may be, without one faint, glimmering 
ray of hope? Or how can he be willing that all 


ſhould come to the knowledge of the truth, if 


the truth is confined to one particular ſect of chriſ- 
tians, which the greateſt part of mankind never 
heard of. Much lets rigid are the Predeſtinarians ; 
they allow that ſome (if but a few) of every ſect 
will be ſaved. 

Tho he tells us the uninterrupted ſucceſſion of 
biſhops and paſtors in the ſame communion, is ſo 
well ſupported by hiſtorical evidence, that no man 


of 


( 19) 
of any ſincerity can doubt it, I dare conſider it as 
impoſſible to be ſatisfactorily proved: and if it 
could be proved, would be of no conſequence to 
us, unleſs the ſacred writings had commanded it 
to be preſerved, as was the ſucceſſion of high 
prieſts in the family of Aaron. And by allowing 
them no other miſſion than the ordinary one, re- 
ceived from the lawful ſucceſſors of the Apoſtles, 
he has entirely ſecluded the holy ſpirit from hav- 
ing either part or lot in the matter. How un- 
neceſſarily were the diſciples commanded to pray 
the Lord of the harveſt to ſend forth labourers in- 
to his harveſt, if they had it in their wx power 
to ſend as many as they pleaſed; and this power, 
he ſays, our Lord communicated to them. As he 
ſhews ſuch a remarkable fondneſs for a ſcrap of 
Latin, perhaps the following one would be no im- 
proper motto for a defence of theſe principles: 
Hic Deus nihil fecit. 

I conſider the antient fathers, and all other un- 
inſpired writers, in the ſame light as arithmeti- 
cians do cyphers, which when connected with fi- 
gures are very fignificant, but of themſelves ſtand 
for nothing. They#ſerve to confirm and eluci- 
date the articles of our holy religion ; but when they 
run counter to, or teach any doctrine that is not to 
be found in the word of God, their . teſtimony is 
to be rejected as of no weight at all. I ſhall ad- 
duce a proof or two, that the former were not in- 
fallible.— Tertulian, (“ who preſſed the heretics 
of his time”) joined the Montaniſts, an hereti- 
cal ſect, for which he was excommunicated by the 
governors of the church of Carthage, (where he 
reſided) and whether he was ever reſtored, or 
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(20) 
not, church hiſtory does not inform us. St. Au- 
guſtin, as I have already obſerved, was the father 
of purgatory ; and Origen was the favourite of 
the Pelagians : I mention theſe three, becauſe they 
are juſtly eſteemed as men of the fineſt parts and 
moſt eminent piety, - 

To illuſtrate and confirm what he has fo fla- 
grantly advanced, he extols the behaviour of many 
perſons who were raiſed by God in an extraor- 
dinary manner to do ſervice to his church, and 
then with an air of triumph ſo peculiar to ecclefi- 
aſtical tyranny, fo inſeperable from papal arrogance, 
aſks, © Whether any of theſe eminent perſons did 
te ever ſeparate themſelves from their mother 
* church? Did any of them, ſays he, ſet up 
te altar againſt altar, or church againſt church? 
tt No, they did every thing according to the canons 
« of the church, they were the patterns of 
te humility, ſubmiſſion, and obedience to ſuperior 
* powers, and never made a ſtep but in conformi- + 
*« ty to them“ —and the reformation theſe holy 
% men undertook, regarded wholly the correction 
* of manners.” Who were theſe holy men? 
Were they the popiſb ſaints, or the protęſtant re- 

ormers fg. Were they the diſciples of Loyor A, 
or the followers of WICEKLIFFE, and LUTHER? 
If the former, their ſubmiſſion and obedience to 
their mother church will not be diſputed. But is 
it true of the latter? Did not Wickliffe, Lu- 
ther, Calvin, Zuinglius, &c. ſet up altar againſt 


When the Rev. Mr. B —n came over from the Kirk of 
Scotland into the church of England, did he make this ſtep in 
conformity to his eccleſiaſtical ſuperiors ? | | 

+ Ignatius Loyola was the founder of the Jeſuits, / 


(21 ) | 
altar, and church againſt church ?——Did Huſs, 
did Cranmer, Ridley, Latimer, Hooper, and o- 
ther eminent martyrs, never make a ſtep but in 
conformity to their eccleſiaſtical ſuperiors? And 
did the reformation, which theſe holy men under- 
took, regard WHOLLY the correction of manners? 

I ſhall exceed my limits, in giving quotations 
from the writings of all theſe eminent perſons, to 
refute his daring aſſertion, with reſpect to the re- 
formation they undertook. I hope the 19th ar- 
ticle of the church of England will be aliowed 
to determine the point : the latter part of the 
article runs thus, As the church of Hieruſalem, 
„Alexandria, and Antioch, have erred, ſo alſo 
„ the cHURCH of ROME hath erred, not only 
« in their living and manner of ceremonies, but 
« alſo in MATTERS of FAITH.” So that if he 
does think matters of faith, and correction of 
manners, ſynonimous, there are others whoſe opi- 
nions are at leaſt of equal authority with his, and 
to whom ſenfe and nonſenſe are not ſynonimous, 
that think differently. Who does not now ſee that 
this © true ſon of his mother church” was really in 
earneſt, when he undertook to prove the Metho- 
_ diſts deſtitute of a lawful miniſtry ? 

Having thus, I hope, ſufficiently proved his 
church, and the marks whereby it may be dif- 
cerned from all others, to have no exiſtence but in 
his own perverted imagination, I ſhall next pro- 
ceed to examine whether the ſure marks he has. 
given us to diſtinguiſh lawful paſtors from ſedu- 
cers, are ſupported with any better authority. 
It is therefore neceſſary, ſays he, the people 
* ſhould have ſome ſure marks to diſtinguiſh law- 

| ful 
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« ful paſtors from ſeducers; but more eſpecially 
« when new doctrines are propoſed to them,” 
page 31,— In the ſame page, he reduces theſe 
marks to the three following ones. © Holyneſs 
« of life in a moſt eminent degree, purity of doc- 
** trine, and the gift of miracles.” But this he 
very flagrantly contradicts in the 26th page, where 
he as expreſly ſays, the gift of miracles is not a 
ſure mark, and immediately undertakes to prove 
that it is not. When authors thus ſay and unſay, 
firſt attempt to prove a thing is ſo, and immedi- 
ately attempt to prove it is not ſo, I ſhould ima- 
gine very little, if any, credit will be given to 
what they ſay about any point. However, as he 
ſo ſtrenuouſly inſiſts on miracles, I ſhall, in anſwer 
to him, aſk, firſt, whether any of the reformers 
ever performed miracles to diſtinguiſh themſelves 
from ſeducers? 2d. Whether the miniſters who 
are ſent by the ſociety to preach the goſpel in fo- 
reign parts are endowed with the power of work- 
ing miracles? 3d. Whether thoſe indefatigable 
labourers in the vineyard, the JESUIT MIS- 
SIONARIES, who viſit every corner of the globe, 
« confirm the truth of the faith they preach by 
«* unconteſted miracles? If * holyneſs of 


«& life in a moſt eminent degree; and purity of 
te doctrine, are jure marks whereby the people 


e may diſtinguiſh lawful paſtors from ſeducers, 


then they who 4now 7he man and his communica- 
tion may eaſily diſtinguiſh, whether this Country 
Curate be a lawful paſtor, or a ſeducer. As to 
the firſt —= why we have all our failings. His 
claim to the other I have already attempted to 
invalidate ; however, a few ſtrictures on his divi- 


nity 
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nity will, perhaps, better enable us to judge how 
well or ill- qualified he is to be a guide on the 
« road to heaven.” 

In page 41, he gives us what he calls the plain 
ſenſe of our church on juſtification ; which is, 
that a ſerious coNcERN for any inſtances of 
* miſbehaviour on our part, and a fincere RE- 
SOLUTION of behaving better, are the neceſ- 
ce fary and indiſpenſable conditions of rendering 
4 us acceptable to God, ſecuring: his favour, and 
ce thereby effecting our ſalvation.” I totally de- 
ny this to be the doctrine of the church of Eng- 
land, and defy him to prove it from either the 
canons, articles, or liturgy. Nor is it the doctrine 
of any one chriſtian ſociety upon earth. The 
Deiſts would reject it with horror. This is o- 
pening a door to licentiouſneſs with a witneſs. 
The vileſt finner upon earth, it ſeems, has no- 
thing more to do, in order to ſecure the .favour of 
God, and thereby to effect his ſalvation, than to 
be concerned for his miſbehaviour, and to make a 
reſolution to behave. better ; theſe are conditions 
which he may very eaſily perform, and yet con- 
tinue to revel in the moſt enormous impieties. 
Is this preaching the truth as it is in Jeſus? 
Is this ſcheme of redemption a doctrine accord- 
ing to godlineſls? What ſays our Saviour to this? 
Not every one that faith Lord, Lord, ſhall in- 
herit the kingdom of Heaven. And his A- 
peſtle ſays, without holineſs, [of heart and life] no 
man ſhall ſee the Lord. But what ſays the Coun» 
try Curate? Be ſorry for thy ſins and re/ofve to 
leave them, and thou wilt thereby ſecure the fa- 
vour of God and effect thy own ſalvation. This, 
| it 


(an 
it maſt be confeſſed, is the eg and ſhorteſt, but 
I dare not ſay fe, road to Heaven of any ever 
before pointed out. 5 
How is that divine, evangelical repentance, 
not to be repented of, which our bleſſed Redeemer 


is exalted as a Prince and a Saviour to give, de- 


baſed into a reſolution to amend ! For however 
fincere it may be, it is but a reſolution. And 
how many reſolve, and as YouNG fays, re-refotve, 
and yet die the ſame. "I 

And to what purpoſe did he rake the g 
archbiſhop CRANMER out of the aſhes; but to 
tell us, if there be any inconſiſtency between the 
homilies and articles, that it muſt be laid at his 
door. What ſignifies it to us who had the prin- 
cipal part or hand in drawing up the homilies, 
which received the univerſal approbation of the 
King, both houſes of parliament, and the biſhops 
and clergy. What he ſays of admiring the pru- 
« dence and piety of the archbiſhop's deſign in 
« eſtabliſhing the true meaning of the article, and 
« guarding the homily againſt any miſconſtructi- 
« on,” will not avail him; for if he believes 
there is no inconſiſtency in the articles, homilies, 
and liturgy, why the ſurmiſe, if the ſenſe in this 
« point can be made uniform, and confiftent with 
« wit 7” | 

Such of my readers as are not too incurious, 
may not be diſpleaſed to ſee another remark or 
two on this ingenious writer's talents for abſur- 
dity and contradiction, In page 34, we are in- 


formed that © every paſtor has a power, nay, is 


* obliged to reform errors and abuſes that have 
* crept into the church ;* which he elfewhere 
1 ſays, 


(25) 
„ is WHOLLY irreformable, and in another 
place, calls truly apoflolical. Now, how can a 
paſtor be obliged to reform what is wholly irręform- 
able; or, how can errors and abuſes have crept in- 
to a church that 18 truly apoſtolical? This he is 
deſired to reconcile at his leiſure. * 

In drawing a compariſon between the ſecular 
ſtate and the church, which he very juſtly ob- 
ſerves will not hold, becauſe there is a © material 
difference, he ſays, it would be highly ridicu- 
e lous in any man to intrude himſelf into the very 
* meaneſt office even of a private family, without 
« the expreſs or preſumed conſent of the maſter 
« or miſtreſs of it.” And have not the Methodiſts 
an expreſs or preſumed commiſſion to preach ? I 
amy inclined to believe they have the one or the 
other, and that he can't prove the contrary. How 
excellently well he proves them deſtitute of a lawful 
miniſtry ! : | | 
Another proof occurs in the 17th page. The 
6 Apoſtles, as the church increaſed, ordained bi- 
* ſhops and prieſts, . according to the power they 
had received from Chriſt, and aſſigned to each 
c of them the particular churches they were to 
c feed and govern. Theſe the biſhops and 
« PRIESTS] took care to tranſmit the ſame pow- 
« er to their ſucceſſors, as theſe did likewiſe to 
e theirs : and ſo the ſacred miniſtry of governing 
* and feeding the flock of Chriſt, by preaching 
« the word, and adminiſtering the ſacraments, has 
been handed down by an uninterrupted ſueceſ- 
« fion from the days of the Apoſtles throughout 
all ages to the preſent time, and will be con- 
« tinued in the ſame manner to the end of the 

3 « world. 
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«© world. That ſuch a palpable inconſiſtency: 
ſhould eſcape a writer of but an ordinary diſern- 
ment is really aſtoniſhing! Would not one think. 
he is in his dotage? He has here given up the 
cauſe, and has yielded every thing to the Metho- 
diſts they could poſſibly wiſh for. Their leaders 
have now a toleration given them by their profeſ- 
ſed adverſary, not only to preach the word and 
admini er the ſacraments themſelves, but to ordain 
others alſo; for he ſays, prigſts always did, and al- 
ways n tranſmit to their ſucceſſors the ſame 
power they received from their predeceſſors; and 
this power Whitefield and Weſley, indiſputably 
received from them whom he muſt allow were 
impowered to communicate it to them. Not ſo, 
<« ſays he, for they have withdrawn all obedience 
from their eccleſiaſtical ſuperiors, and allegiance 
« and. protection being reciprocal duties, they 
« are for that reaſon cut off from the body of the 
church, and have neither themſelves the power 
<« of exerciſing their own miniſtry, nor conſequent- 
« ly: of conveying it, to others, page 34. The 
Methodiſts may change hands with him and ſay, 
have not the proteitants withdrawn all obedience 
from their eccleſiaſtical ſuperiors, and as allegiance 
and protection are reciprocal duties, they are for 
that reaſon cut off from the body of their mo- 
ther church, and have. neither themſelves the 
power of exercifing their own. miniſtry, nor con- 
ſequently of conveying it to others. For what 
man can give that to others, which he has not 
« himſelf? —— He is now, from his own conceſ- 
ſions, very fairly reduced to this dilemma, either. to 
acknowledge the church of Rome (as deriving her 
ordinary miſſion from the Apoſtles, by an unin- 

. terupted 
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terrupted ſucceſſion of biſhops and paſtors in the 
fame communion) tc be the true church of Chriſt, 
or to allow Whitefield and Weſley a power to or- 
dain other prieſts ; nor will all the chicanery and 
fubterfuge in the world, enable him to get clear. 

But to be impartial, he has, amidſt his talſe- 
hoods and contradictions, advanced ſome ye 
great truths; for inſtance, he very ſeriouſly tells 
us, that the pretenders to an extraordinary voca- 
tion are impoſtors, or they are not; and he as 

5 "Ie aſſure us, and it is certainly an indiſputable 
| that Chri/t and his Apoſtles were the firſt 
who taught ws, Chriſtian religion. 

"iy ſeems to be tolerably well verſed in ſophi- 

Thus, in page 13, The church is bound 
«to keep thoſe laws, that form the government, 
ce and that method of conveying it down, which 
* was at firſt eſtabliſhed by Chriſt. He ſhould 
have ſaid thoſe laws and that form of government 
_ only; but this his conſcience would not ſuffer, be- 
cauſe he would then have left no room for human 
inventions. 

But what thall we think of the uthappy fitu- 
ation in which he has placed © thouſands of the 
** laity who can know nothing of eccleſiaſtical 
* hiſtory ; who have not a capacity to examine to 
* the bottom the truth or falſhood of particular 
&* docrines,” without offering them that aſſiſtance 
they were doubly entitled to from their extreme 
ignorance and 1ncapacity, and the profeſſed abi- 
lities and bounden duty of this ſpiritual guide? 
Now, what are they to do? why they are to 
* enquire with - the fincerity and candour the 
importance of the ſubject requires, whether 
methodiſm be the antient religion or not.” 

E 2 page 
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page 37.— But how, or of whom are they to 
make this Enquiry? Reader, do not expect me 
to anſwer for him; you may indeed ſuppoſe it 
tacitly implied, that they muſt go to Him, or to 
ſome other diſcreet and learned miniſter of ca- 
tholic doctrine, to open their grief; that by the 
miniſtry of indulgencies they may receive the 
benefit of abſolution, together with their gho/tly 


father's counſel and advice, to the quieting off 


their conſcience, and avoiding of all ſcruple and- 
doubtfulneſs. 5 1 . 
I ſhall fniſh my quotations from his letter with 
the following one, in which there is a peculiar 
excellence that in one ſenſe far outdoes every thing 
elſe he has ſaid; for, in page 38 he pofitroely af- 
firms that he knows more than it is P 
either Whitefield, Wefley, or any other Me- 
thodiſt to know; and ſurely no vos will doubt 
the truth of it when he ſo very po/itruvely affirms 
it of himſelf. I often wondered, but I now 
ceaſe to wonder, why the epithets of dull, weak, 
and ignorant were ſo civilly applied to Mr. John 
Weſley, whoſe intellectual endowments were, I 


believe, never before ſo much called in queſtion. 


But, alas! what does he know in compariſon 
of the learned, the ſen/ible (I had like to have 
ſaid the all-knowing) Mr. B—n. Take this 
curious piece of adulation however in his own 
words; *. This accuſation [of the Methodiſts 
„ apainſt the Clergy] is as impudent and pre- 
& ſumptuous as it is cruel and unjuſt; it being 
«© IMPOSSIBLE for them to know whether it be 
* ſoor not; and the very reverſe I POSITIVELY 
« AFFIRM is the truth.” « The Brethren,” 


who have been expoſed to the fury of ſuch an 
. impudent 


(29) 

impudent, preſumptuous, cruel. and unjuſt at- 
tack, and are thus fo happily reſcued by their 
heroic champion, will, no doubt, reward. him 
for this coup d eclat. He has at once filenced 
all the unjuſt caimours raiſed againſt them, and 
confuted every argument that can be brought by 
their malicious adverſaries. © The very REVERSE 
« I poſitively affirm is the truth.” What a very 
precious noſegay here is for the clergy ; po/itrvely 
they are orthodox in their opinions, and exem- 
plary in their lives and converſation : while thoſe 
dark, malignant ſpirits, the accuſers of the brethren, 
have all the Guilt on their own fide.—A third, 
ay, reader, a fourth edition of The ſelf commiſ- 
froned apoſtle,” we muſt expect to ſee ſoon adver- 
tiſed, with an italic appendage to inform us, that 
the other editions were all ſold off' in a. few days. 

It feldom turns out much to an author's ad- 
vantage when the expectations of the public are 
raifed in his favour before he publiſhes: this, 
unhappily enough for him, he imprudently ſo- 
licited by pretending to every one that he was 
the author of the letter to the elders of the 
church of Scotland, publiſhed, (if I miſtake not) 
about fix years ago. 

His letter to Mr. Townſend was impatiently 
waited for, and purchaſed with avidity. But 
never ſure was the old proverb more completely 
fulfilled, ES. 

Parturiunt montes, naſcetur ridiculus mus. 

It is now too apparent to be denied that he is 
by no means equal to the taſk he has under- 
taken; and that he is either extremely ignorant 
of the cauſe he writes againſt, or is very difin- 


genuous in repreſenting it. A lefs audacious 
„„ writer 
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writer would hardly have charged the Metho- 
diſts with hatred to the church of England, 
when it ſo evidently appears from their writings 
that they always avow their ſteadfaſt belief of 
her articles and homilies. This rudis indigeſtaque 
moles, compounded of paſſages from other authors, 
(ſome of which ſtrongly ſhine through the in- 
fipidity of his own crude conceptions with which 
he has interlarded them) and eked out with re- 
petitions and quotations from himſelf, * ſhews 
at once the poverty of his imagination, the mean- 
neſs of his abilities, who could ſo wretchedly 
put together without method, without order, and 
without judgment, that miſerable catch-penny, 
deſtitute of wit, argument, ſenſe or truth, * THE 
SELF-COMMISSIONED APOSTLE.“ 2" Pn 

As it 1s ſo confidently reported that he did not 
write the © letter to the elders of the church of 
* Scotland,” I think he oughr, in juſtice to the 
public, as well as to himſelf, either to publicly 
own or confute the charge, for nothing leſs than 
the latter will wipe off the ſtain which will other- 
wiſe be indelibly fixed on his character. After 
which, I would particularly recommend it to him 


to renounce all future claim and title to authorſhip, 
at leaſt to let the Methodiſts alone, and, agreeable 


Ggee a paſſage about the uninterrupted ſucceſſion derived from 
the Apoſtles in p. 11. of his letter. He gives us a ſecond edition 
of it in p. 14. with an addition of the Apoſtles deriving their 
miſſion from Chriſt: A third edition of it occurs in the 17th 
page with one more emendation, viz, that Chriſt derived his 
miſſion from God. Whether he diſliked his ec and third edi- 
tions, or deſpaired of making any farther improvement, I ſhall 
not pretend to determine; but he publiſhed a foarth edition of 
this favourite paſſage in p. 31. 32. piratically copied word for 
word from the ffi. 
| 5 : | to 
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to the Apoſtles advice, fudy to be quiet and to 
&* do. your own bufineſs; to take care of the flock 
committed to his charge, and Nor To make mer- 
chandiſe of the word of God not to be fo greedy 
of filthy lucre, as to fell precious and immortal 
ſouls for a little 2white or yellow clay.—What a 
ſad account will they give of their ſtewardſhip, 
who can thus ſo vilely — their pen, their 
underſtanding, to — worſt of all purpoſes. On 
the other hand, 4lefſed are thoſe ſervants whom his 
Lord when he cometh, ſhall find doing Bis will: 
If. he ſhould, "Aly refuſe to take my advice, 
and thinks he can defend himſelf, I muſt entreat 
him to be ſerious, and to keep cloſe to the point 
in diſpute. I muſt likewiſe inſiſt on having ſcrip- 
ture in. the room of the antient fathers; facts in- 
ſtead of arguments, and ſolid clearly -deduced rea- 
ſonings inſtead of ſubterfuge and evaſion. 

I have an averſion to diſputes about notions and 
opinions, on which our ſalvation does not imme- 
diately depend; I would rather think and let think. 

I am neither unconſcious of the utter impoſſibili- 
ty of perſuading people to be entirely of one and 
the ſame way of thinking, nor inſenſible of the 
inexcuſable folly (td ſay no worſe) of hurling 
thunderbolts at the head of every one, that hap- 
| pens to contradict or differ from us: inexcuſeable 
folly indeed; when it is conſidered, that they have 
an equal right and power to return the flaming 
compliments. Vet when every periodical produc- 
tion of the preſs gives the alarm that the Jeſuit 
miſſionaries ſwarm around us, it is the duty of e- 
very one, who withes to breath the free, the ſa- 
lubrious air of religious liberty, to be upon his 
ue againſt their wily, almoſt imperceptible at- 

tacks, 


S 


Proteſtants ſuffered enough 

- auſpicious reigns who countenanced theſe perni- 
eious tenets ?. Muſt they again be brought into 
flavery, unſpeakably more galling, infinitely more 
oppreſting, than the Egyptian bondage was to the 
children of Hrael-? Muſt the fire be ance more 
kindled, and all thoſe who are not the pattergs 
« of humility, -fubmiſſian, and obedience, to their 


ke How 20 they rejoice Is > 
the Caledonian organ they cad te, on” Rk ERS 
down and worſhip the UNINTERRY * ED Bott Hig 


SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS' AND PASTO 


IN THE SAME COMMUNION, which the - 
mother church has ſet up. This desi I have 


often thought the Papi only can believe. An 
implicit faith is impoſed upon them, they muſt be- 


lieve as the church believes, and we _ well 


know their charity for thoſe outs of . of 0 


their church. 


I am ſorry to ſee a clergyman of the chuich bY 
England ſo fo!icitous to eftabliſh theſe popiſn 


tolerant principles. Principles! on which is found- 


ed the moſt tyrannical prieſtcraft, that has been 


the ſource of fo many miſeries to this kingdom. 
Principles, that never have the leaſt veſtige & hu 


manity, (riot to ſay charity,) in the of thoſs 7 


in whom they are inherent. What” have not the Be | 


mother church,” either ſuffer the moſt exqui- 


fite tortures that bigatted ſuperſtitious zealots. can; 


invent, or fly to ſome. diftant but more humane 
and hoſpitable country? From ſuch unchriftiane 
principles, and from ſuch diſtracted, weak, uns 
happv times, good Lord deliver uus. 
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